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went nor sent, although at Versailles, and I must ad-
mit that I felt my deliverance from such an enemy.

Here, perhaps, I may as well relate the result of the
trial in which we were engaged, and which, after the
death of M. de Luxembourg, was continued by his son.
It was not judged until the following year. I have
shown that by our implicating the Due de Gesvres, the
Chief President had been declared incapable of trying
the case. The rage he conceived against us cannot be
expressed, and, great actor that he was, he could not
hide it. All his endeavour afterwards was to do what
he could against us; the rest of the mask fell, and the
deformity of the judge appeared in the man, stripped
of all disguise.

We immediately signified to M. de Luxembourg that
he must choose between the letters patent of 1581 and
those of 1662. If he abandoned the first the case fell
through; in repudiating the last he renounced the cer-
tainty of being duke and peer after us; and ran the
risk of being reduced to an inferior title previously
granted to him. The position was a delicate one; he
was affrighted; but after much consultation he re-
solved to run all risks and maintain his pretensions.
It thus simply became a question of his right to the
title of Due de Piney, with the privilege attached to
it as a creation of 1581.

In the spring of 1696 the case was at last brought
on, before the Assembly of all the Chambers. Myself
and the other Dukes seated ourselves in court to hear
the proceedings. The trial commenced. All the facts
and particulars of the cause were brought forward.
Our advocates spoke, and then few doubted but that